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Jong Un remains singularly focused on 
making provocations and establishing 
a ‘‘military first’’ doctrine. 

Along with Guam and Alaska, Hawaii 
has been placed in the crosshairs of 
this intensifying threat. It’s crucial for 
the United States, and Hawaii in par-
ticular, to take these threats from 
North Korea seriously. We cannot be 
complacent. We cannot afford a mis-
take that puts the lives of our families 
at risk. 

Intelligence and previous missile 
launches have shown that Hawaii, 
Guam, and Alaska are within range of 
North Korea’s intercontinental bal-
listic missile capabilities. New intel-
ligence suggests that North Korea may 
be planning multiple missile launches 
in the coming days beyond the two 
Musudan mobile missiles it has fueled, 
raised, and positioned along its east 
coast. 

Our Nation’s focus and commitment 
to the security and stability of the 
Asia-Pacific region now faces a serious 
test. As we rebalance and realign our 
presence in the region, it’s vitally im-
portant that we get it right in terms of 
the strategy, as well as resourcing. 

The United States has an important 
interest in maintaining peace on the 
Korean Peninsula, as well as in the 
Asia-Pacific region. We must stand to-
gether with our allies in the region 
ready to respond to any contingency, 
and we must take a forward-leaning ap-
proach to address this imminent threat 
to prevent further provocations and to 
protect our families and our national 
assets. 

The international community has 
clearly stated its opposition to his ac-
tions and threats, but we need to ask 
more of those influential nations that 
have remained quiet. China, in par-
ticular, should be playing a strong role 
as a deterrent of North Korea’s mili-
tary ambitions. 

We’re also seeing a destabilizing ef-
fect outside of the region as a result of 
the dangerous partnership between the 
two isolated rogue states of Iran and 
North Korea as regimes working to-
gether to develop more powerful weap-
ons, missile delivery systems, and nu-
clear capabilities. 

It would be safe to assume that by 
addressing the threat on our country 
by North Korea, we are also affecting 
Iran and their nuclear ambitions. 

I commend our military commanders 
for their firm and confident resolve 
that they’ve shown in response to the 
endless posturing and provocative be-
havior of North Korea; however, from a 
U.S. policy standpoint, it’s time to 
make a serious change. Such a change 
must be comprehensive, carving a new 
path forward using diplomatic and 
military means in order to break the 
cycle of threats that has existed for far 
too long. 

The carrot-and-stick approach that 
we’ve taken in the past has not effec-
tively deterred North Korea’s nuclear 
ambitions. To the contrary, we con-
tinue to face escalated threats which 
now extend beyond the region. 

Considering the serious threats we 
face today and the fact that the threat 
of missile attack on the U.S. is likely 
to grow, I’m deeply concerned about 
the President’s proposed cuts to the 
missile defense budget in fiscal year 
2014. This is a portion of the budget 
that should be increased, not de-
creased, to ensure the safety and secu-
rity of our people. 

In the coming days and months, I 
look forward to continuing to work 
with my colleagues in pushing for ac-
tion and resources to ensure that Ha-
waii and our country is protected and 
any potential attack is prevented. 

f 
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NEGATIVE EFFECTS OF SEQUES-
TRATION ON LOCAL EMPLOYERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. During the past 2 
weeks, I met with local employers and 
constituents who expressed continued 
frustration with the negative effects of 
sequestration in our community. Re-
publicans and Democrats alike spent 
most of the past year warning of the 
dire consequences these cuts would 
have on our economy, and yet the re-
cently adopted continuing resolution 
for the rest of the fiscal year bakes in 
those very harmful cuts. I share my 
constituents’ frustrations, which is 
why I voted against the self-inflicted 
wound on our economy. 

Every community in America will 
feel the ripple effects of sequestration, 
but my northern Virginia district will 
be disproportionately impacted be-
cause of the high concentration of 
military facilities, Federal employees 
and businesses that partner with the 
Federal Government. We do cybersecu-
rity, custodial services, and everything 
in between. I met with a number of 
these employers. They expressed real 
concern that the lingering uncertainty 
over sequestration threatens job secu-
rity and the ability to remain competi-
tive economically. 

I fear the consequences of sequestra-
tion and what that will mean to small 
businesses that don’t have the same re-
sources as their larger counterparts to 
weather these steep cuts. I visited one 
company with 200 employees who are 
developing a laser-based flight guid-
ance system for NASA through a Small 
Business Innovation Research grant. 
Just recently, it announced that their 
technology is being deployed through a 
contract with the Defense Department 
to assist with remote detection of ex-
plosives to better protect our troops in 
the field. They’re worried about cut-
backs. 

The Small Business Administration’s 
fiscal ’13 budget will be reduced by 
more than $92 million as a result of se-
questration, and more than one-fourth 
of those cuts will come from the Small 
Business Loan Program, directly af-
fecting small businesses, veteran- 

owned businesses, and female- and mi-
nority-owned businesses in their abil-
ity to hire. As my colleagues know, the 
Federal Government has a small busi-
ness contracting goal of 23 percent. We 
have fallen short of that goal in the 
last 6 years, and sequestration will ac-
tually make it harder to ever achieve 
that goal. 

I also met with my local chamber of 
commerce to discuss its desire to ex-
pand the regional Metro system here in 
the Nation’s Capital to accommodate 
future growth and development 
throughout the region. The most re-
cent census data says our community 
has the highest concentration of mega- 
commuters in the country. There is no 
question we need to invest more in our 
regional transportation network. This 
particular proposal enjoys bipartisan 
support, but yet, under sequestration, 
it’s headed nowhere because the New 
Starts program, under the Federal 
Transit Administration, will be cut by 
as much as $100 million because of se-
questration. 

Whether it’s cuts in small business 
assistance or in transportation, seques-
tration is reducing our investments in 
the very things that create jobs and 
provide for our competitive advantage 
in the future. Local realtors I met with 
expressed concern about the uncer-
tainty of sequestration putting the 
brakes on sales just as regional and na-
tional housing markets are finally 
showing signs of a robust recovery. The 
slow-down in Federal spending is al-
ready creating a drag on local econo-
mies. A 22 percent drop in defense 
spending shaved nearly 3 points off eco-
nomic growth in the last quarter, and 
the CBO projects it could be half of the 
growth otherwise projected in all of 
2013 because of sequestration. 

Madam Speaker, I don’t argue that 
cuts are needed, but sequestration uses 
a mindless, meat-ax approach in which 
nothing is spared and nothing is dif-
ferentiated. I’ve long called for Mem-
bers of the House to work together in a 
bipartisan fashion and in a balanced 
way—balanced between revenue growth 
and discrete spending cuts—to move 
forward and reduce the debt. This 
week’s delivery of the President’s 
budget is a heartening sign because he 
does just that. I hope we will heed his 
budget. I hope we will try to work with 
the President to achieve a balanced ap-
proach that replaces this mindless se-
questration. 

f 

THE HOUSING FAIRNESS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I thank the 
many persons who have labored long 
and hard to help fulfill Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King’s dream. He devoted his life 
to transforming neighborhoods into 
brotherhoods, and I’d like to speak to 
you today about this concept because, 
to do this—to transform neighborhoods 
into brotherhoods—we must become 
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neighbors. We have to have commu-
nities wherein all persons are a part of 
the fiber and fabric of the various com-
munities that we live in. 

Dr. King was in Memphis, Tennessee, 
in 1968, and he was there on this mis-
sion of bringing people together. He 
was there to help with some issues re-
lated to workers and workers’ rights. 
Unfortunately, on April 4 of 1968, Dr. 
King was assassinated. His life’s work 
did not end, however. His dream is still 
alive, and because he dared to trans-
form neighborhoods into brotherhoods, 
the President of the United States at 
that time, President Johnson, took up 
the fight for Dr. King, and within 7 
days a piece of legislation passed 
through the House that dealt with dis-
crimination as it relates to where peo-
ple live. 

This legislation had bipartisan sup-
port. The Democratic supporter was 
Senator Walter Mondale, a very well- 
known figure in American politics. The 
Republican supporter was an African 
American, by the way, who was a mem-
ber of the Senate, the Honorable Ed-
ward Brooke. These two Senators had 
for years been trying to pass this legis-
lation to eliminate discrimination in 
housing. They had some degree of suc-
cess, but they were not able to get the 
legislation passed. 

In 1968, 7 days after Dr. King’s death, 
the Fair Housing Act of 1968 passed, 
prohibiting discrimination based upon 
race, color, religion or national origin 
as it relates to the sale or to the fi-
nancing of housing. In 1974, the act was 
amended to include sex discrimination. 
In 1988, it was amended to prohibit dis-
crimination based upon physical or 
mental handicap as well as familial 
status. 

The Housing Fairness Act, which I 
have introduced, models this piece of 
legislation. It, too, deals with discrimi-
nation that is invidious with reference 
to refusing to rent to a person, to sell 
housing to a person, to negotiate hous-
ing, to make housing available, to set 
different terms for some than for oth-
ers, to falsely deny that housing is un-
available when it is available. This 
kind of discrimination still exists, but 
it’s important for us today to realize 
that it is very much having an impact 
on persons whom many of us do not as-
sume are victims of housing discrimi-
nation. The FY 2011 statistics, the lat-
est available to me, connote that 27,092 
complaints were filed with programs 
associated with the Fair Housing Ini-
tiatives, and of these complaints about 
12 percent to 54 percent of them were 
complaints based upon disability. 

Now, it’s important for us to focus on 
disability for a moment because many 
of our veterans returning from wars, 
persons who chose to go to distant 
places, don’t always return the same 
way they left. Many of them have 
given their lives, and others have sur-
vived, but they have survived and they 
are handicapped. Many of them return-
ing will be discriminated against be-
cause there are people who discrimi-

nate against people who are handi-
capped. They may not know that it’s a 
veteran, but whether they know or not, 
the act of discrimination is still harm-
ful. 

I will submit to you that it makes 
sometimes tears well in the eyes of 
people who understand how our vet-
erans have fought for us. So I am here 
today to make an appeal that we sup-
port Fair Housing Initiatives and that 
we do all that we can to transform 
neighborhoods into brotherhoods. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 48 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 
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AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Dear God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

Bless abundantly the Members of this 
people’s House. During the season of 
new growth, may Your redemptive 
power help them to see new ways to 
productive service, fresh approaches to 
understanding each other, especially 
those across the aisle, and renewed 
commitment to solving the problems 
facing our Nation. 

May they, and may we all, be trans-
formed by Your grace and better re-
flect the sense of wonder, even joy, at 
the opportunities to serve that are ever 
before us. 

The issues of our day are a challenge 
for a Nation who claims Your blessing. 
May we not forget the reminders to 
Your chosen people of once having been 
oppressed foreigners and the admoni-
tions of Scripture that we might be en-
tertaining angels in the strangers 
among us. Help the Members of this 
House to find a balance that meets the 
demands of our beliefs with the prac-
tical realities that challenge us as a 
complex Nation. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to 
clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on 

agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8, 

rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question will be postponed. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. WALBERG led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

THE BUDGET 

(Mr. WALBERG asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dent Obama finally released his 2014 
budget this week, 2 months late and 
trillions of dollars short. 

Similar to last year’s plan, it taxes 
more to spend more. While the Presi-
dent claims his budget will reduce the 
deficit in a balanced way, it won’t ever 
balance—not in 10 years, not ever. 

The President’s plan is $8.2 trillion of 
new debt. It also includes $1.1 trillion 
in new taxes. Hardworking taxpayers 
don’t deserve more taxes; they deserve 
a budget that allows them to keep 
more of their own money and not 
worry about financial debt being placed 
on their children and grandchildren. 

House Republicans have passed such 
a budget, one that balances: a 
proactive budget that eliminates the 
deficit while also providing economic 
security for employers and employees, 
a sustainable safety net for the poor 
and those retiring, and a secure future 
for our children and grandchildren. 

Americans know what it takes to 
create a balanced budget for their own 
families and their own businesses, and 
they deserve the same from their gov-
ernment. 

f 

EARTH DAY 

(Mr. QUIGLEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the 
founder of Earth Day, Wisconsin Sen-
ator Gaylord Nelson, was asked in 2005, 
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